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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1. Claims 1, 4, 5, 8-12 are pending in this application. 
Claims 2,3,6 and 7 have been deleted. Claims 1,5,9 and 11 have 
been amended. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Objections that were made, directed to the drawings, have 
been withdrawn due to the proper correction made to the 
specification. 

3. Regarding the 35 USC 101 rejection, Due to the decision 
made by the Board of Appeals in Ex parte Lundgren, the rejection 
has been withdrawn. 

4. Amendments to the Specif ication have been reviewed and 
acknowledged. 

5. Applicant argues that, in regard to claim 1, that the prior 
art Herbert fails to teach "A postage indicium fraud detection 
method for permitting the automated processing of void mail 
pieces bearing an unique indicium, comprising: 

printing a first unique indicium on a mail piece or a 
label to be applied to a mail piece, , the first unique indicium 
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comprising at least one of a unique facing identification 
marking (FIM) different from FIM A, FIM B and FIM C, and a 
unique postal numeric encoding technique (POSTNET) barcode that 
does not correspond to an actual zip code , which first unique 
indicium identifies the mail piece as being a void mail piece 
and is sorted from mail pieces not bearing the unique indicium 
by automated mail handling equipment". The Examiner has 
incorporated additional prior art by Perry Pierce (EP 0927956 
A2) to further explain the Facing Identification Mark (FIM) . 
Pierce further explains on {page 2, 0007}, that the host 
produces the mail piece front including the return address, the 
delivery address, the Facing Identification Marking (FIM), and 
the indicium as an integral unit. The host also produces 
standardized addresses; including standard POSTNET delivery 
points bar codes. The Examiner would like to include that the 
combination of Herbert and Piece combine to emulate an invention 
that is fully functional of printing a unique indicium on a mail 
piece comprising at least one Facing Identification Markings 
(FIM) . However the Examiner submits that the rejection is based 
on the conglomerate of the two references Herbert and Piece, 
where as Piece discloses at least one Facing Identification 
Marking (FIM) . In addition, The Examiner would also like to note 
that the same rejections apply to the other independent claims. 
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6. In regard to Claim 5, The Applicant argues that the prior art 
fails to teach "processing the void mail piece bearing the first 
unique indicium with the automated mail handling equipment to 
identify and segregate the void mail piece from other non-void 
mail pieces". The Examiner respectfully disagrees with the 
characterization of the inventive concept. Herbert teaches on 
page 3, lines 18-23 that ink which rendered invisible by burst 
of light for printing the postage indicia, the imprint of the 
postage indicia in light responsive ink may be of a form and so 
located as to obscure at least a part of an imprint of marking 
printed in normal ink indicating that the mail item is void. 

7. In regard to Claim 9, The Applicant argues that the prior art 
fails to teach "A postage indicium fraud detection method for 
permitting the automated processing and segregation of void mail 
pieces bearing a first unique indicium from non-void mail pieces 
not bearing the first unique indicium, comprising: 

providing client software which- permits a user to print 
information based indicia postage onto a mail piece or label for 
a mail piece; 
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having the user enter a valid delivery address, select a 
type of mail piece, mail class, attributes, and special 
services; 

having the user verify and accept the address and any 
modifications thereto; 

having the user select between printing a sample void 
information based indicia postage and a non-void information 
based postage indicia; 

having a user print a sample information based postage 
indicia for void mail pieces and printing non-void information 
based postage indicia for non-void mail pieces wherein the void 
mail piece or a label therefore is printed with a first unique 
indicium comprising at least one of a unique facing 
identification marking (FIM) different from FIM A, FIM B, and 
FIM C, and a unique postal numeric encoding technique (POSTNET) 
barcode that does not correspond to an actual zip code, which 
first unique indicium identifies the mail piece as a void mail 
piece ; 

and providing automated mail handling equipment which is 
adapted to segregate void information based postage indicia 
bearing mail pieces from non-void information based postage 
indicia bearing mail pieces". The Examiner notes that Herbert 
does disclose "providing client software which permits a user 
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information based indicia postage onto a mail piece or label for 
a mail piece". Herbert discloses in column 1, lines 10-36 that 
accounting functions in respect of the required postage charge 
and prints a postage indicium on the mail item. Also in taught 
in column 5, lines 38-40. This demonstrates that the accounting 
functions done were using a computer, which has client software. 
According to the definition of client software, it's merely an 
application that's run on a computer system. 

8. The arguments that were provided by the applicant have been 
considered but are not persuasive due to the set forth above. 

9. The Applicant is reminded to contact the Examiner Bass if any 
questions arise. The Examiner hours of operation are Monday- 
Friday 9-6pm. 

10. Below is the updated Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims 
particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention . 

Claims 9, and 11 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

In regard to claim 9, "providing client software which 
permits a user to print information", presents a situation that 
is unclear due to the particular terminology provide. The 
Examiner would like to suggest, "authorizing client software for 
a user to print information based indicia postage onto. a mail 
piece or label for a mail piece". The new terminology 
acknowledges the focus point on the claim presented. 

In regard to claim 9, there is uncertainty whether "having 
the user enter" refers to instructions or user options. The 
Examiner would like to suggest considering the terminology, 
"entering a valid delivery address, selecting a type of mail 
piece, mail class, attributes and special services by a user". 
In addition, the applicant discloses, "having the user verify", 
again, the Examiner would like to suggest modifying the claim 
language to "accepting the address and any modification 
thereto". In addition, "selecting between printing a sample void 
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information based indicia postage and a non-void information 
based postage indicia". 

In regard to claim 9, the applicant presented the following 
language, " having a user print a sample information based 
postage indicia for void mail piece and printing non-void 
information..." The Examiner notes that the claim language used 
directs the claim in the direction of presenting the user the 
option of being able to print or generalizing that the software 
presents asking the user a question directed toward the printing 
of the sample information. The Examiner suggest that the 
language used be alter to "printing a sample information based 
postage indicia for void mail piece and printing non-void 
information../' This terminology acknowledges that the user is 
fully capable of printing the sample information based postage 
indicia for void mail pieces. 

Once the changes are made, a more clearly defined claim 
unfolds . 

In regard to claim 11, the applicant uses the claim 
language "providing automated mail handling". This language 
could suggest giving the user an option or demonstrate a method 
in which mail is handled. The Examiner would suggest removing 
the term providing and beginning as such "sorting mail based on 
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indicia placed or mail pieces using automated mail handling 
equipment". In addition using the following language "printing a 
first unique indicia on a mail piece or a label to be applied to 
a mail piece the first unique indicium comprising at least one 
of a unique facing identification marking (FIM) different from 
FIM A, FIM B and FIM C, and a unique postal numeric encoding 
technique (POSTNET) barcode that does not correspond to an 
actual zip code using the provided software". 



Once the changes are made, a more clearly defined claim 
unfolds . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 
this Office action: 

(a) A patent may. not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



unpatentable over Raymond Herbert (US Patent Number 
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6,102,592), hereinafter referenced as Herbert in view of 
Perry Pierce (European Patent Application, EP 0927956) , 
referred to as Pierce. 

As Per Claim 1 : 

Herbert discloses a postage indicium fraud detection method 
for permitting the automated processing of void mail pieces 
bearing an unique indicium, and which first unique indicium 
identifies the mail piece as being a void mail piece and is 
sorted from mail pieces not bearing the unique indicium by 
automated mail handling equipment. 

[{col. 3, lines 30-32}, void mark can be obscure by a modified 
postage indicia shown" in Figure 4, the mail item is imprinted 
with the void mark], comprising: 

However Herbert fails to explicitly explain: printing a 
first unique indicium on a mail piece or a label to be applied 
to a mail piece, the first unique indicium comprising at least 
one of a unique facing identification marking (FIM) different 
from FIM A, FIM B and FIM C, and a unique postal numeric 
encoding technique (POSTNET) barcode that does not correspond to 
an actual zip code , 

Nevertheless, Pierce discloses on page 2, 0007, that a host 
produces the mail piece front including the return address, 
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delivery address, and the facing identification marking (FIM), 
including POSTNET delivery point bar code. Pierce further 
explains that the host may print this unit on the actual mail 
piece . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
Herbert's method in conjunction with Pierce method to emulate an 
invention that deals with permitting automated processing of 
void mail pieces that has printing FIM corresponding to an 
actual zip code. Herbert's motivation to modify this invention 
to entail FIM pertaining to zip code would allow fraud to be 
detected. 

As Per Claim 4 : 

Herbert discloses a method for The postage indicium fraud 
detection method wherein an additional indicium comprising a 
unique postal alpha numeric encoding technology barcode is 
printed onto the mail piece or label for the mail piece, which 
unique postal alpha numeric encoding technology barcode is used 
to at least one of identify the sender of the void mail piece, 
the time of the void mail handling, and collect statistics on 
attempts to mail void mail pieces by the sender, [{fig 5}; 
illustrates a postage meter with twp printing stations and {fig 
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1, 10, 11, 12}; bears destination information and postage 
indicium printed] . 

As Per Claim 5: 

Herbert discloses a postage indicium fraud detection method 
for permitting the automated processing of void mail pieces 
bearing an unique indicium, and which first unique indicium 
identifies the mail piece as being a void mail piece and is 
sorted from mail pieces not bearing the unique indicium by 
automated mail handling equipment, 

[{col. 3, lines 30-32}, void mark can be obscure by a modified 
postage indicia shown in Figure 4, the mail item is imprinted 
with the void mark], comprising: 

However Herbert fails to explicitly explain: printing a 
first unique indicium on a mail piece or a label to be applied 
to a mail piece, the first unique indicium comprising at least 
one of a unique facing identification marking (FIM) different 
from FIM A, FIM B and FIM C, and a unique postal numeric 
encoding technique (POSTNET) barcode that does not correspond to 
an actual zip code , 

Nevertheless, Pierce discloses on page 2, 0007, that a host 
produces the mail piece front including the return address, 
delivery address, and the facing identification marking (FIM), 
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including POSTNET delivery point bar code. Pierce further 
explains that the host may print this unit on the actual mail 
piece. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
Herbert's method in conjunction with Pierce method to emulate an 
invention that deals with permitting automated processing of 
void mail pieces that has printing FIM corresponding to an 
actual zip code. Herbert's motivation to modify this invention 
to entail FIM pertaining to zip code would allow fraud to be 
detected. 

As Per Claim 8 : 

Herbert discloses a method for The postage indicium fraud 
detection method wherein the first unique indicium comprises a 
unique postal numeric encoding technique barcode which is used 
by automated mail handling equipment to segregate void mail 
pieces bearing the unique postage numeric encoding technique 
barcode from mail pieces not bearing. the unique postage numeric 
encoding technique barcode, [{fig 5}; illustrates a postage 
meter with twp printing stations and {fig 1, 10, 11, 12}; bears 
destination information and postage indicium printed] . 
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As Per Claim 9 : 

Herbert discloses a postage indicium fraud detection method 
for permitting the automated processing of void mail pieces 
bearing an unique indicium, and which first unique indicium 
identifies the mail piece as being a void mail piece and is 
sorted from mail pieces not bearing the unique indicium by 
automated mail handling equipment. 

[{col. 3, lines 30-32}, void mark can be obscure by a modified 
postage indicia shown in Figure 4, the mail item is imprinted 
with the void mark], comprising: 

However Herbert fails to explicitly explain: printing a 
first unique indicium on a mail piece or a label to be applied 
to a mail piece, the first unique indicium comprising at least 
one of a unique facing identification marking (FIM) different 
from FIM A, FIM B and FIM C, and a unique postal numeric 
encoding technique (POSTNET) barcode that does not correspond to 
an actual zip code , 

Nevertheless, Pierce discloses on page 2, 0007, that a host 
produces the mail piece front including the return address, 
delivery address, and the facing identification marking (FIM), 
including POSTNET delivery point bar code. Pierce further 
explains that the host may print this unit on the actual mail 
piece . 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the . invention was made to modify 
Herbert's method in conjunction with Pierce method to emulate an 
invention that deals with permitting automated processing of 
void mail pieces that has printing FIM corresponding to an 
actual zip code. Herbert's motivation to modify this invention 
to entail FIM pertaining to zip code would allow fraud to be 
detected. 

As Per Claim 10: 

Herbert discloses a method for The postage indicium fraud 
detection method wherein the first unique indicium comprises a 
unique postal numeric encoding technique barcode which is used 
by automated mail handling equipment. to segregate void mail 
pieces bearing the unique postage numeric encoding technique 
barcode from mail pieces not bearing the unique postage numeric 
encoding technique barcode, [{fig 5}; illustrates a postage 
meter with twp printing stations and. {fig 1, 10, 11, 12}; bears 
destination information and postage indicium printed] . 

As Per Claim 11: 

Herbert discloses a postage indicium fraud detection method 
for permitting the automated processing of void mail pieces 
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bearing an unique indicium, and which first unique indicium 
identifies the mail piece as being a void mail piece and is 
sorted from mail pieces not bearing the unique indicium by 
automated mail handling equipment. 

[{col. 3, lines 30-32}, void mark can be obscure by a modified 
postage indicia shown in Figure 4, the mail item is imprinted 
with the void mark], comprising: 

However Herbert fails to explicitly explain: printing a 
first unique indicium on a mail piece or a label to be applied 
to a mail piece, the first unique indicium comprising at least 
one of a unique facing identification marking (FIM) different 
from FIM A, FIM B and FIM C, and a unique postal numeric 
encoding technique (POSTNET) barcode that does not correspond to 
an actual zip code , 

Nevertheless, Pierce discloses on page 2, 0007, that a host 
produces the mail piece front including the return address, 
delivery address, and the facing identification marking (FIM), 
including POSTNET delivery point bar code. Pierce further 
explains that the host may print this unit on the actual mail 
piece . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify 
Herbert's method in conjunction with Pierce method to emulate an 
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invention that deals with permitting- automated processing of 
void mail pieces that has printing FIM corresponding to an 
actual zip code. Herbert's motivation to modify this invention 
to entail FIM pertaining to zip code would allow fraud to be 
detected. 

As Per Claim 12 : 

Herbert discloses a method for the postage indicium fraud 
detection method wherein an additional indicium comprising a 
unique postal alpha numeric encoding technology barcode is 
printed onto the mail piece or label for the mail piece, which 
unique postal alpha numeric encoding technology barcode is used 
to at least one of identify the sender of the void mail piece, 
the time of the void mail handling, and collect statistics on 
attempts to mail void mail pieces by the sender, [{fig 5}; 
illustrates a postage meter with twp printing stations and {fig 
1, 10, 11, 12}; bears destination information and postage 
indicium printed] . 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened, statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date' of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any concerns in regard to this communication, the examiner 
Jon Bass can be reached at (571) 272-6905 between the hours of 
9-6pm Monday through Friday. The fax number for the 
establishment where the application is being process is (571) 
273-8300. 

If an attempt to reach the examiner is unsuccessful for any 
reason, the examiner's immediate supervisor, John Hayes can be 
reached at (571) 272-6708. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http:// 
pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to 
the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-271-9197 (toll free) . 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



C/0 Technology Center 3600 



Washington, D.C. 20231 



SUPEI 




